THE   ESTHETIC   AND   ETHICAL    JUDGMENTS

even from literature? Why did the author of so many
accomplished literary studies in the Shelburne series
select as his crowning achievement a profound study
of the Christian religion? And why did Babbitt, one of
whose first books was on the modern confusion of the
arts, attain his most substantial achievement in a book
on democracy and close his career with a book on Hindu
religion?

I have already answered these questions by saying
that More and Babbitt were general critics. They were
convinced that there is nearly everything wrong with
modern civilization. Living in a time of complacent
naturalism, when the idea of progress promised a
Utopia, and science a method for attaining it, they
made themselves unpopular by asserting that such a de-
luded program could only lead to the destruction of
our civilization. To others, such as the socialists, who
saw something fundamentally wrong in our civiliza-
tion but who sought a remedy in a new economic sys-
tem, they replied that the higher issues must be faced
before the lower, since "the economic problem will be
found to run into the political problem, and the politi-
cal problem in turn into the philosophical problem, and
the philosophical problem itself to be almost indis-
solubly bound up at last with the religious problem."
Believing that our civilization had gone wrong on first
principles, they were not content to be literary critics;
they were general critics, and finally religious critics.